We perform a lattice QCD study of the ρ meson decay from the N f = 2 + 1 full QCD configurations generated with a renormalization group improved gauge action and a non-perturbatively O(a)-improved Wilson fermion action. The resonance parameters, the effective ρ → ππ coupling constant and the resonance mass, are estimated from the P -wave scattering phase shift for the isospin I = 1 two-pion system. The finite size formulas are employed to calculate the phase shift from the energy on the lattice. Our calculations are carried out at two quark masses, m π = 410 MeV (m π /m ρ = 0.46) and m π = 300 MeV (m π /m ρ = 0.35), on a 32 3 × 64 (La = 2.9 fm) lattice at the lattice spacing a = 0.091 fm. We compare our results at these two quark masses with those given in the previous works using N f = 2 full QCD configurations and the experiment.
INTRODUCTION
Recent progress of simulation algorithms, supported by the development of computer power, has made it possible to study hadron physics at the physical quark mass by lattice QCD (see Ref. [1] for recent reviews), and lattice calculations have clarified the properties of many hadrons. The studies are mostly concentrated on stable hadrons, however. Resonances pose an important issue both in terms of methodologies and physical results.
Among the resonances, the ρ meson is an ideal case for the lattice calculations, because the final state of the decay is the two-pion state which can be treated on the lattice precisely. In the early stage of studies of the ρ meson decay, the transition amplitude ππ|ρ extracted from the time behavior of the correlation function π(t)π(t)ρ(0) was used to estimate the decay width, assuming that the hadron interaction is small enough so that ππ|ρ ≪ | ρ|ρ ππ|ππ | 1/2 is satisfied [2] [3] [4] [5] . A more realistic approach is a study from the P -wave scattering phase shift for the isospin I = 1 two-pion system. The finite size formulas presented by Lüscher in the center of mass frame [6] and extensions to non-zero total momentum frames [7, 8] are employed for an estimation of the phase shift from an eigenvalue of the energy on the lattice. The first study of this approach was carried out by CP-PACS Collaboration using N f = 2 full QCD configurations (m π = 330 MeV, a = 0.21 fm, La = 2.5 fm) [9] . After this work ETMC Collaboration presented results with N f = 2 configurations at several quark masses (m π = 290, 330 MeV (La = 2.5 fm), m π = 420, 480 MeV (La = 1.9 fm), a = 0.079 fm) [10, 11] . Recently Lang et al. reported results of high statistical calculations with the Laplacian Heaviside smearing operators on a single N f = 2 gauge ensemble (m π = 266 MeV, a = 0.124 fm, La = 1.98 fm) [12] .
In the present work we extend these studies by employing N f = 2 + 1 full QCD configurations and working on a larger lattice volume. Our calculations are carried out with the gauge configurations previously generated by PACS-CS Collaboration with a renormalization group improved gauge action and a non-perturbatively O(a)-improved Wilson fermion action at β = 1.9 on 32 3 × 64 lattice (a = 0.091 fm, La = 2.9 fm) [13] . We choose two subsets of the PACS-CS configurations. One of them corresponds to the hopping parameters κ ud = 0.13754 for the degenerate up and down quarks and κ s = 0.13640 for the strange quark, for which the pion mass takes m π = 410 MeV (m π /m ρ = 0.46). The other is at κ ud = 0.13770 and κ s = 0.13640, corresponding to m π = 300 MeV (m π /m ρ = 0.35). We extract the scattering phase shift on three momentum frames, the center of mass and the non-zero momentum frames with the total momentum P = (2π/L)(0, 0, 1) and P = (2π/L) (1, 1, 0) , to obtain the phase shifts at various energies from a single full QCD ensemble as in the previous works by ETMC [10, 11] and Lang et al. [12] .
We note that QCDSF Collaboration calculated the scattering phase shifts for the ground state in the center of mass frame at several quark masses. (m π = 240 − 430 MeV) [14] . They estimated the resonance parameters from these results, assuming that the effective ρ → ππ coupling constant does not depend on the quark mass. BMW Collaboration presented their first preliminary results with N f = 2+1 configurations (m π = 200, 340 MeV, a = 0.116 fm) at Lattice 2010 [15] . We also refer to works exploring an application of the stochastic Laplacian Heaviside smearing to the two-pion states with the isospin I = 0, 1, 2 using N f = 2 + 1 configurations on the large lattice volume in Ref. [16] . This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we give the method of the calculation. The simulation parameters of the present work are also presented. We present our results and compare ours with those by the other works in Sec. III. Conclusions of the present work are given in Sec. IV. Result of a pilot study of the present work at m π = 410 MeV was reported at Lattice 2010 [17] . All calculations are carried out on the PACS-CS computer at Center for Computational Sciences, University of Tsukuba.
II. METHODS

A. Finite size formula
In order to calculate the P -wave scattering phase shift for the isospin I = 1 two-pion system at various energies from a single full QCD ensemble, we consider three momentum frames, the center of mass frame (CMF), the non-zero momentum frames with total momentum P = (2π/L)(0, 0, 1) (MF1) and P = (2π/L)(1, 1, 0) (MF2). These frames have been also considered in the previous works by ETMC [10, 11] and Lang et al. [12] . In these momentum frames the P -wave state is decomposed as
where P is the total momentum, g is the rotational group in each momentum frame on the lattice and Γ is the irreducible representation of the rotational group. In the present work we consider four irreducible representations : T Table I .
The scattering phase shift is related to an eigenvalue of the energy on the lattice by the finite size formula. The formula in the CMF was presented by Lüscher [6] , that in the MF1 by Rummukainen and Gottlieb [7] , and the MF2 by ETMC [8] . The formulas for the representations considered in the present work are written by
with the P -wave scattering phase shift δ(k). The real function V lm is defined by
with d = PL/(2π) and q = kL/(2π), where P is the total momentum and k is the twopion scattering momentum defined from the invariant mass √ s by √ s = E 2 − |P| 2 = 2 k 2 + m 2 π with the energy E in the non-zero momentum frame. In (3) γ is the Lorentz boost factor from the non-zero momentum frame to the center of mass frame given by γ = E/ √ s. The function Z lm (1; q; d) in (3) is an analytic continuation of
which is defined for Re(s) > (l + 3)/2, where Y lm (r) is a polynomial related to the spherical harmonics through Y lm (r) = |r| l · Y lm (Ω) with Ω the spherical coordinate for r. The convention of Y lm (Ω) is that of [18] . The summation for r in (4) runs over the set,
The operationγ −1 is the inverse Lorentz transformation :
2 is the parallel component and x ⊥ = x − x || is the perpendicular component of the vector x in the direction d. Z lm (1; q; d) can be evaluated by the method described in Ref. [19] .
B.
Extraction of energies
In Fig. 1 we show values of the invariant mass √ s divided by the ρ meson mass m ρ for the states tabulated in Table I on our gauge configurations at m π = 410 MeV (upper panel) and m π = 300 MeV (lower panel). Here we ignore the hadron interactions and use the values of m ρ and m π obtained in the previous work in Ref. [13] . For the T − 1 and the E − representation, we only calculate the scattering phase for the ground state in the present work. From Fig. 1 the energies of these states are expected to be much smaller than those of the excited states, even if the hadron interaction is switched on. Thus, we extract the energies of these states by a single exponential fit for the time correlation functions of the ρ meson as carried out in a usual study of the hadron spectrum. We use the local ρ meson operator for the sink and a smeared operator for the source as discussed later. For the A − 2 and the B − 1 representation, we also calculate the scattering phase shift for the first excited state. In order to extract the energies of the lower two states for these representations, we use the variational method [20] with a matrix of the time correlation function,
for each representation. The energies are extracted from two eigenvalues λ n (t) (n = 1, 2) of the matrix,
with some reference time t R .
Here we comment on the discussion of the generalized eigenvalue problem (GEVP) by ALPHA Collaboration in Ref. [21] . In a 2 × 2 matrix case of G(t), they proved that the effective mass of the eigenvalue λ n (t) (n = 1, 2) of the matrix M(t) in (7) can be written as
in a large time region with the eigenvalue of the energy E i (i = 1, 2, · · · ). Here it should be noted that their proof was given only for the case where G(t) is a Hermitian matrix. In our case we use different operators for the sink and source in G(t) as explained later. Therefore G(t) is not a Hermitian matrix and the discussion of GEVP cannot be applied to our case.
In the present work we assume that the lower two states dominate G(t) in a large time region. This is expected to be a good approximation, because the second excited state takes a much higher value ( E 3 /E 2 > 1.3 in the absence of hadron interactions for both quark masses studied in the present work ). With this assumption, the second term of (8) does not appear for a general case of G(t), and the energy for the ground and the first excited states can be extracted by a single exponential fit for the eigenvalue λ n (t) (n = 1, 2) in a large t region. In (6) the operator ρ(t) is given by
where ρ j (p, t) is the local operator for the neutral ρ meson at the time slice t with the momentum p. The momentum takes p = (2π/L)(0, 0, 1) for the A − 2 and p = (2π/L)(1, 1, 0) for the B − 1 representation. Hereafter we assume that the momentum p takes one of these two values depending on the representation.
In (6) (ππ)(t) is an operator for the two pions with the momentum 0 and p, which is defined by
where π ± (p, t) is the local pion operator with the momentum p at the time slice t. The time slice of the pion with the zero momentum is fixed at t 1 ≫ t, and the time slice of the other pion t runs over the whole time extent. An exponential time factor in (10) is introduced so that the operator has the same time behavior as that of the usual Heisenberg operator, i.e.,
0| (ππ)
† (t) = 0| (ππ)
with the Hamiltonian H.
In the previous works the time slices of the two operators for the pion in the sink operator (10) are set equal t 1 = t, and they simultaneously run over some time interval. In that case we need to repeat solving quark propagators for the time slices in that time interval. This computer-time consuming procedure can be avoided by fixing the time slice of one of the pion at t 1 as done in the present work. But we need to set t 1 ≫ t to avoid contamination from higher energy states produced by the operator at t 1 in this method.
Two operators (ππ)(t s ) and ρ(t s ) are used for the sources in (6), which are given by
where
is a smeared operator for the up or the down quark given by
where q(x, t s ) (q = u, d) is the up or the down quark operator at the position x and the time t s . We adopt the same smearing function Ψ(|x|) as in Ref. [13] , i. (14) is used after fixing gauge configurations to the Coulomb gauge, assuming that an ambiguity of the gauge fixing does not cause a significant systematic error in the time correlation function. In (13) a summation over z is taken to reduce a statistical error and
is chosen in the present work. The smeared operator (13) is also used to extract the energy of the ground state for the T − 1 and the E − representation, setting the momentum p = 0 and p = (2π/L)(0, 0, 1), respectively.
Here we note that the operator (ππ)(t) in (10) is not an eigenstate under exchange of the momenta of the two pions. Thus it has no definite parity and does not belong to the irreducible representation of the D 4h for p = (2π/L)(0, 0, 1) and the D 2h for p = (2π/L)(1, 1, 0). It is actually a linear combination of components of two irreducible representations A 
C. Calculation of G(t)
The quark contractions of the components of the matrix of the time correlation function G(t) in (6) We calculate the quark contractions in Fig. 2 by the source method and the stochastic noise method as in the previous work by CP-PACS [9] . We introduce a U(1) noise ξ j (x) which satisfies
where N R is the number of noises. We calculate the following four types of quark propagators:
where A, B and C refer to color and spin indices, and Ψ(|x|) is the smearing function in (14) . The square bracket is used as the source for the inversion of the Dirac operator D.
The propagators for the smeared quarks (Q and W ) are solved on the gauge configurations fixed to the Coulomb gauge, while the gauge is not fixed for those of the stochastic quarks (Q and W ). The function G ππ→ππ (t) for the first diagram in Fig. 2 can be calculated by introducing an another U(1) noise η j (x) having the same property as ξ j (x) in (16),
where the bracket means trace for the color and the spin indices. The exponential time factor comes from the definition of the operator for the two pions in (10) . The G ππ→ππ (t) for the second diagram is given by exchanging the momentum and the time slice of the sink in (21) . The function G ππ→ππ (t) for the 3rd to 6th diagrams can be obtained by
The function G ππ→ρ (t) for two diagrams in Fig. 2 can be similarly calculated by
We can obtain the function G ρ→ππ (t) for two diagrams in Fig. 2 by
where Γ and N Γ are defined by (15) . The component G ρ→ρ (t) is given by the Q-type propagators as the usual time correlation function for the ρ meson,
We calculate the Q-type propagators (17) for combinations of q and U(1) noise :
and W -type propagators (18) for combinations of k, t a and q :
using the same U(1) noise ξ in common. The Q-type (19) and the W -type propagator (20) for (k, t a ) = (0, t 1 ) are solved for the set z ∈ Γ.
D. Simulation parameters
Calculations in the present work employ N f = 2 + 1 full QCD configurations previously generated by PACS-CS using a renormalization group improved gauge action and a nonperturbatively O(a)-improved Wilson fermion action at β = 1.9 on 32 3 × 64 lattice (a = 0.091 fm, La = 2.9 fm) [13] . We choose two subsets of the PACS-CS configurations. One of them corresponds to the hopping parameters κ ud = 0.13754 for the degenerate up and down quarks and κ s = 0.13640 for the strange quark, for which the pion mass takes m π = 410 MeV (m π /m ρ = 0.46). The total number of configurations analyzed every 10 trajectories is 440.
We estimate the statistical errors by the jackknife method with bins of 400 trajectories. The other set is at κ ud = 0.13770 and κ s = 0.13640, corresponding to m π = 300 MeV (m π /m ρ = 0.35). The total number of configurations of this set is 400 and the measurements are done every 20 trajectories. The statistical errors are estimated by the jackknife method with bins of 800 trajectories.
The periodic boundary conditions are imposed for both spatial and temporal directions in configuration generations. We impose the Dirichlet boundary condition for the temporal direction at t = 0 and t = T in calculations of the quark propagators, to avoid the unwanted thermal contributions produced by propagating two pions in opposite directions in a time. For both quark masses, we set the source operators (ππ)(t s ) in (12) and ρ(t s ) in (13) at t s = 12 to avoid effects from the temporal boundary, and the zero momentum pion in the sink operator (ππ)(t) in (10) at t 1 = 42.
In order to see effects from the Dirichlet boundary, we calculate the time correlation functions of the single meson channels setting the source at t s = 12 with the Dirichlet boundary condition. We compare these with those obtained with the periodic boundary condition in the previous work in Ref. [13] , and find no difference beyond statistical fluctuations between them. This shows that t s = 12 is sufficiently large to avoid effects from the boundary for the single meson channels. We assume from this that t s = 12 and t 1 = 42 (22 away from the boundary) are safe distances to avoid effects from the boundary also for the time correlation functions of the two-pion state. We find that the effective mass of the time correlation function for the pion with the zero momentum reaches plateau after t − t s = 12 for the both quark masses. We can expect from this that the eigenvalues λ n (t) (n = 1, 2) of the matrix M(t) in (7) have a single exponential behaviors in a time range t ≤ t 1 − 12 (= 30).
In a pilot study of the present work at m π = 410 MeV, calculations of the phase shift were carried out only for three representations, T − 1 , E − and A − 2 , setting the number of the random noise N R = 10 in (16). The results on this pilot study have been reported in Ref. [17] . We found from this study that errors from a finiteness of the number of the random noise are small enough compared with the statistical error for three representations even if we take N R = 2. Assuming that this observation applies also for both quark masses and all representations in the present work, we set N R = 2 for all calculations after this pilot study.
In order to reduce the statistical error, we carry out additional measurements shifting the time slice of the source operators t s , the zero momentum pion in the sink operator t 1 and the Dirichlet boundary condition by a time shift ∆t simultaneously, and average over these measurements. For m π = 410 MeV, the measurement of the pilot study for the three representations was done without shifting the time slices. We carry out additional measurements for all representations with the time shift ∆t = T /2 and T /4. We average over these two measurements for the B 
RESULTS
A.
Time correlation function
In Fig. 3 we show the real part of the diagonal components (ππ → ππ and ρ → ρ ) and imaginary part of the off-diagonal components (ρ → ππ and ππ → ρ) of the matrix of the time correlation function G(t) in (6) We note that the diagonal components are real and the off-diagonal components are pure imaginary by P and CP symmetry. Choosing t R = 23 as the reference time of the variational method for the matrix M(t) in (7), we obtain the two eigenvalues λ 1 (t) and λ 2 (t) of the matrix, which corresponds to the correlation function for the ground and the first excited state respectively, for each representation.
The effective masses of the time correlation functions for six states considered in the present work at m π = 410 MeV are plotted in Fig. 4 . We can find plateaus in the time region t ≥ 23. The results of the energies E extracted by a single exponential fit for these time correlation functions are tabulated in Table II , together with adopted fitting ranges. We choose smaller value for the maximum time of the fitting range for the A representation than those for the others to avoid contamination from higher energy states produced by the zero momentum pion at t 1 = 42 in the sink operator (ππ)(t) in (10). In Fig. 4 the results of the fitting with one standard deviation error band are also expressed by solid lines. The dotted line for the A The components of the matrix of the time correlation function G(t) at m π = 300 MeV are plotted in Fig. 5 and the effective masses in Fig. 6 , where t R = 23 is also chosen as the reference time. The statistics is less than that at m π = 410 MeV, but we also see plateaus in the effective masses for t ≥ 23. The results of the energies E extracted by a single exponential fit are tabulated in Table III. In the previous work by CP-PACS, carried out at the lattice spacing a = 0.21 fm, they found a large violation of the continuum dispersion relation for the single pion state due to the discretization error on their gauge configurations. The discretization error also affects calculations of the invariant mass √ s and the scattering momentum k for the two-pion system since they are evaluated from the energy E. The continuum relation is given by √ s = E 2 − |P| 2 = 2 k 2 + m 2 π , while there are several alternatives on the lattice, e.g.,
The two-pion scattering momentum cannot be uniquely defined due to the breaking of the translational and rotational symmetries in the finite lattice spacing as mentioned in Ref. [7] . The momentum k given by (29) is just one of the choices of the momentum, thus the discretization error cannot be fully avoided by using (28) and (29). In the work by CP-PACS, they regarded the difference of the final results for the choice of the relations as the systematic error from the discretization error. We also monitor the validity of the continuum dispersion relation for the single pion state and find that the violation is negligible in the present work, one reason being that our lattice spacing a = 0.091 fm is much smaller than that for the CP-PACS case. We compare the energy E extracted from the the time correlation function with that given by the dispersion relation E eff = |p| 2 + m 2 π from the mass m π and the momentum p. The results for m π = 410 MeV are E/E eff = 0.9988(15) for p = (2π/L)(0, 0, 1) and 0.9988(63) for p = (2π/L) (1, 1, 0) . Those for m π = 300 MeV are 0.9924(81) and 0.984 (16) . Therefore, the violation of the dispersion relation for the single pion state is not seen on our gauge configurations. We also evaluate √ s for the two-pion state by (28), but we see no difference over the statistics from that given by the relation in the continuum. From this we calculate √ s and k from E by the relation in the continuum, avoiding ambiguities possibly caused by the choice of the relations. The results given by this way are tabulated in Table II and  Table III .
B. Scattering phase shift and resonance parameters
The scattering phase shift δ(k) obtained by substituting the scattering momentum k and the total momentum P into the finite size formulas in (2) are presented in the lower part of Table II for m π = 410 MeV and Table III for m π = 300 MeV. We use the lattice spacing determined from m Ω in Ref. [13] , a = 0.0907(13) fm (1/a = 2.176(31) GeV), to get the values in the physical unit, where the error of the lattice spacing is not included. In Fig. 7 In order to extract the resonance parameters from the results of the scattering phase shift, we try to parametrize the resonant behavior of the P -wave phase shift in terms of the effective ρ → ππ coupling constant g ρππ as
where m ρ is the resonance mass and g ρππ is defined though the effective ρ → ππ Lagrangian as
This parametrization has been widely used in the previous works of the ρ meson decay. The ρ meson decay width at the physical quark mass is related to the coupling constant by 
for m π = 410 MeV, where the first error of m ρ is the statistical and the second is the systematic uncertainty for the determination of the lattice spacing. In the fitting, we define the chi-square for each data point by squaring the ratio of the distance from the data point to the fitting line (30) along the finite size formula and the true statistical error calculated along the finite size formula. The errors of the resonance parameters g ρππ and m ρ are estimated by the jackknife method as for the other values. In the upper panel of Fig. 7 we draw a fitting line by a solid line. We can find that the fitting with the function (30) goes well in the large energy region at m π = 410 MeV. For m π = 300 MeV the statistics of our data is not enough to discuss a quality of the fitting with the fit function (30) as shown in Fig. 7 . Improving the statistic by using some efficient smearing techniques for the two-pion operator may be necessary for an investigation of a reliability of (30). We must leave this issue to studies in the future. Here we carry out the chi-square fitting as done at m π = 410 MeV, assuming that the function (30) also works well in our energy region at m π = 300 MeV. The results of the fitting are given by
where the second error of m ρ is the systematic uncertainty for the determination of the lattice spacing. We draw a fitting line by a solid line in the lower panel of Fig. 7 . From (33) and (34) we find that the g ρππ at the two quark masses are consistent within the statistical error and also with the experiment g ρππ = 5.874 ± 0.014 given from the experimental result of the decay width Γ ρ = 146.2 ± 0.7 MeV [22] by (32). This suggests a weak quark mass dependence of the coupling constant. But our calculations are carried out only at the two quark masses and a reliability of (30) is assumed in the analysis at m π = 300 MeV, so high statistical calculations at more quark masses are necessary to obtain a definite conclusion for the quark mass dependence. We also leave this issue to studies in the future.
C.
Comparison with other works
In Fig. 8 we compare our results (PACS-CS) obtained in 2 + 1 flavor QCD with those by ETMC [10, 11] and Lang et al. [12] We see, however, large discrepancy for the resonance mass m ρ in the lower panel of Fig. 8 . One of possible reason for this discrepancy is the systematic error from the determination of the lattice spacing which is used to obtain m ρ and m π in the physical unit. In the present work the lattice spacing a = 0.0907(13) fm determined from m Ω in Ref. [13] is used as explained before. ETMC used a = 0.079(2)(±2) fm given from the pion decay constant f π in Ref. [23] . In the work by Lang et al., the authors determined it to be a = 0.1239 (13) fm from the Sommer scale r 0 = 0.48 fm as input. In order to avoid a spurious systematic error from the determination of lattice spacing, it is appropriate to compare our results with other works in terms of dimensionless quantities. In Fig. 9 we plot r 0 m ρ as a function of (r 0 m π ) 2 with the Sommer scale r 0 . The value of r 0 for the PACS-CS configurations has been reported as r 0 /a = 5.427(51)(+81)(−2) [13] and that for ETMC as r 0 /a = 5.32(5) [23] . In the figure the statistical error and the systematic uncertainty for the determination of r 0 are added in quadrature. We see that the discrepancy between ours and ETMC tends to be smaller, but it still remains for the large quark mass. The result by Lang et al. takes a smaller value than those of the two works. The finite size effect can be considered as a possible reason of their small value of m ρ as commented by themselves in their paper. Their lattice extent La = 1.98 fm may not be large enough for their quark mass m π = 266 MeV. The three groups worked at a single lattice spacing, therefore the another possible reason of the discrepancy is the discretization error due to the finite lattice spacing. We can also consider several other reasons, the dynamical strange quark effect, the isospin breaking effect, the reliability of the parametrization of the scattering phase shift by (30) and so on, but a definite conclusion can not be given here. A precise determination of the resonance mass m ρ by the calculation near or on the physical point closer to the continuum limit is an important work reserved for the future.
IV. CONCLUSIONS
We have reported on a calculation of the P -wave scattering phase shift for the isospin I = 1 two-pion system and estimations of the resonance parameters of the ρ meson from the N f = 2 + 1 full QCD configurations with a large lattice volume. The calculations are carried out at two quark masses, which correspond to m π = 410 MeV and 300 MeV.
In order to extract the resonance parameters from the scattering phase shift, we parametrize the resonant behavior of the P -wave phase shift in terms of the effective coupling constant g ρππ and the resonance mass m ρ . We find that this parametrization works well in the large energy region for our data at m π = 410 MeV and obtain g ρππ = 5.52 ± 0.40. For m π = 300 MeV the statistics of our data is not enough to discuss the reliability of the parametrization. We leave an investigation on this point to the studies in the future. We carry out the fitting assuming that this parametrization also works in our energy region at m π = 300 MeV. Our result is g ρππ = 5.98 ± 0.56, which agrees with the coupling constant at m π = 410 MeV and the experiment g ρππ = 5.874 ± 0.014 within the statistical error. This suggests a weak quark mass dependence of the coupling constant. The studies at more quark masses are necessary to obtain a definite conclusion for the quark mass dependence, however.
We find a discrepancy for the resonance mass m ρ among three lattice studies. Although a part of the discrepancy seems to be explained by different choices of the scale setting, other sources such as the discretization error due to the finite lattice spacing, the dynamical strange quark effect, the isospin breaking effect and the reliability of the parametrization of the scattering phase shift may be needed to resolve this discrepancy. Calculations near or on the physical point closer to the continuum limit are necessary for a precise determination of the resonance mass from lattice QCD. We leave this issue to studies in the future. Tables   TABLE I: The ground and the first excited states with the isospin (I, I z ) = (1, 0) for the irreducible representations considered in the present work, ignoring the hadron interactions. P is the total momentum, g is the rotational group in each momentum frame on the lattice and Γ is the irreducible representation of the rotational group. The vectors in parentheses after (ππ) and ρ refer to the momenta of the two pions and the ρ meson in unit of 2π/L. We use a notation (ππ)(p 1 )(p 2 ) = π + (p 1 )π − (p 2 ) − π − (p 1 )π + (p 2 ) for the two-pion states. An index j for the T Results at m π = 410 MeV. P is the total momentum and Γ is the irreducible representation of the rotational group on the lattice. E is the energy extracted by fitting the time correlation function with the fitting range in a line of "Fit Range". √ s is the invariant mass and k is the scattering momentum, which are related by √ s = E 2 − |P| 2 = 2 k 2 + m 2 π . δ(k) is the P -wave scattering phase shift given by the finite size formulas in (2) . We use the value of the lattice spacing given in the previous work in Ref. [13] , a = 0.907(13) fm (1/a = 2.176(31) GeV), to obtain the values in the physical unit, where the error of the lattice spacing is not included. 
